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REMARKS 

In {he Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-9 B\ the present Response, 

Xpj'hcant has caiKclitrJ chiun^ and added new ciahm 10-!i< to expedite aik>\sarice of the 
applicauun \o new nuitiet is aJueu bv these amendinem^; wiucb aic '■uppostei' h\ the 
appliLaiion tiled spL'ejriualK ai p<^iies 4 ^ and 8-1 1 ! 'pon eiiti x of the amendinctits new 
cbnijb iO-lS wjU be pendmg Reconj!.idcration and aliouaiice of the applscation are ie^pectfully 
requested m view of the fbregoiag ansendmems and foUowing remarks. 

35 U.S.C. §j03 Reiectioi«i 

Withdrawal of the rejection of tiaims 1, 2, and 3 under 35 IJ.S.C- §U)3(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over USPN 5,787,258 to Costa, et al. ("Costa") in view of US Patent 
Application Publication No: 2003/0017845 to Doviak, etal ("Doviak") is respectfaliy requested 
in view of the canceliation of claims i-3. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of C1aim4 under 35 IJ.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over USPN 5,787,258 to Costa, et al, ("Costa"') in view of US Patent Application 
Publication No; 3003/001:7845 to Doviak, etal. Cmviak") in further view of US Patent 
Application Publication No; 2002/0159402 to Binder ("Binder") iis respectfully requested iii 
view of the caiiceliation of claiiii 4, 

Uithdia sil ol The lejLcuon ol ( lann under "^"^ I Si §!0"5{rf> a adegedh betng 
unpatentable o\ er I SPK *5 "h7 258 to C osta, et al ( C osta ) m \ lev^ of US Patent Appi^ation 
Publication No; 2003/0017845 to Dovtak, et al. ( 'Doviak") in further view of Desmarajs. Ixjuis, 
Applied hlectio-Optics Pientice Hall 12/5199'^ page 244 ( Desmaiais ) and I S 1 atent 
Application PubhcatJon T\o 2003 00841 12 to Cun^n eta! ( Cuira\ ) ts iespectful]\ lequested 
in \iev\ Uk canvt-ilahon of ^.nuu ^ 

W ithdra \ d of the icjettion ol Ciaitm ( and " under ^^ I S C § i 0^'a> as ai v^icd \ bo.na 
unpatL,nt jhk o I SPN 5J87 2*58 to C osta eta! ( <" osla ) m \ie\\ ol US Patent \pphi.ation 
Puhin.ation No 200^ 001784'' to DoMak et al C Do\idk ) is rej>peatulH requested in \it\v of 
the cancellation of claims 6-7. 
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Withdrawal oftlie reiection of Claim 8 iracler 35 U.S.C. §l 03(a) as atiegediy being 
unpatentable over USPN 5,787,258 to Costa, et al. ("Costa") in view of US Patetit AppHcation 
Publication No: 2003/0017845 to Doviak, etal. ("Doviak") in fmther view of US Patent 
Application Publication No: 2002/0159402 to Binder ("Binder") is . respectfully requested i« 
view of the cauceilation of claim 8, 

Witbdrawa! oftlie rejeciion of Qaim 9 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegediy being 
unpatentabie over USPN 5,787,258 to Costa, et aL ("Costa") in view of US Patent Application 
Publication No: 2003/0017845 to Doviak, et al. ("Doviak") in further view of Desmarais, Louis, 
Applied Electro-Optics. Prentice Hall 12/51997, page 244 C'Desttxarais*') ajid US Patent 
Application Publication No; 2003/00841 12 to Curray, et al. ("Curray") is respectfully requested 
in view of the cancellation of claim 9. 

Allowability of New C:iaims lO-l 8 

New Claims 10-18 are believed to be patemable over the alleged combinations of Costa, 
Doviak, Binder, Desmarais (only citing p. 244 for disclosure of an "optocoiipler") and C'lirray. 
None of these references, alone or in combination, teach, disclose or suggest at least: "wherein 
tbe network monitor is conil^ired to initiate one of a healing operation and a disconnect 
operation if an error ratio between good data detected by at least one counter and detected bad 
data detected by the at least one counter exceeds a preset limit," as recited in new Independent 
claittt 10. 

Claims 1 i- 18 are believed to be allowable over the alleged combinations of Costa, 
Doviak, Binder, Desmarais (p. 244) and Curray at least by virtue of their respective 
dependencies on allowable independent claim 10, as well as for their added features. 
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(xmcwmom 

In view of the fotegomg remarks, no toher issues are beijeved to fee oirtstandmg ii? the 
present application, and the present application is believed to be in condition for Allowaace, A 
Notice of Allowance for claims 10- IS is therefore earnestly solicited. 

While various distinctions may have been noted with respect to the cited reference(s), 
tliere may be other limitations in tiie pending ciaitns that are aiso distingtushable over the cited 
reference(s). Applicant therefore reserves all f iglits and arguments with respect to atl such other 
limitations and distinctions not expressly noted above. Moreover, to the extent that any claim 
amettdments made above constitute a natrowing of the scope of claimed subject matter, such 
naxrowing shoirld not be construed as admitting the merits of any of the ciaini rejections. 
Applicant's taihire (if at ail) to expressly address above any particular statement or argimient by 
the Examiner shoiild not be construed as an admission or acquiescence that such statement or 
argument is accui-ate or proper. 

Should the Examiner deem that any fiu (her action is necessary to place this application in 
even better form for allowance, the Exarainer is encouraged to contact Applicant's undersigned 
representatives at the below listed telephone number. 

Respectfully snbtnitted, 

/jet50352/ 

Jonathan E. Thomas 
Reg. No. 50,352 
Attoniey for Applicant 

Geneiai f.leciric ( 'ompanx 
Global Patent Operation 
P.O. Box 861 

2 Corporate Drive, Stiite 648 

SheUon ( T 06484 
'j 1203)944-0747 
r CO?) "61-0712 
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